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THE DISTRIBUTION OF WOOL MERCHANTS IN 
SUSSEX IN 1296. 
R. A. PELHAM, M.A. 
By employing the method discussed in a previous article! 
I have been able to identify in the 1296 Subsidy Rolls? a 
number of merchants who were exporting wool from Sussex 
during the years 1286-1292. The customs accounts for these 
years’ give somewhat fuller details of the merchants engaged 
in the trade than do those for Edward II’s reign, notably by 
stating in the majority of cases the town to which the merchant 
belonged and also the port from which he shipped his wool. 
If we add up from these accounts the merchants resident in 
each of the chief towns the totals are :— 
Seaford - - - 16 
Chichester - - - 3 
Lewes - . - 10 
Shoreham - - - 3 
Winchelsea - - - 3 
These figures would undoubtedly be slightly higher in 
most, if not all, cases, were the town of residence given for 
every merchant. However, when we come to the subsidy of 
1296 (after a gap of four years, unfortunately, during which 
some merchants would have disappeared from the trade while 
new ones would have entered’ it) we can locate a few more 
whose town was not stated in the customs accounts. In 
addition to there being many names in the latter which cannot 
be found in the subsidy rolls, for the reason just stated, there 
is the further difficulty that when some of them are found 
in the subsidy rolls the place of residence does not correspond 
with the one given in the customs accounts. This may be 
due to removal from one to the other during the intervening 
period, or to two or more people having the same name. I 
have tried to overcome this part of the problem as far as 
possible by omitting certain common names such as Willelmus 
le Kyng and Johannis de la Hale, and although a complete 
list cannot be drawn up, it may be assumed, I think, that the 
following list includes at least a large proportion of the wool 
merchants in the county in 1296. 
1) S.N.Q. iv, pp.67-9. 
) Sussex Record Society, x. It was a tax of one eleventh. 
) 


3) Customs accts. 32/1-3, 135/2A-4B, 147/11B. 


( 
( 
( 
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MERCHANT. SETTLEMENT. TAX PAID. 
Johannis Bayllif Chichester 10 72 
Gilbertus Polayn ie 4 62 (J)(4) 
Radulfus Polle -” 4 0 (5) 
Ricardus de Somerlye - 16 8 (J) 
Galfridus de Strephamton : Ir 33 
Johannis Bosse (6) Seaford tr o 8} 
Ricardus de Burn & 6 6% (J) 
Walterus Draneke . 3 4% (J) 
Drugon Gobyon (7) as 3 0 (J) 
Radulfus Prime me 9 2 
Nicolaus Petyt Lewes Io 
Rogerus Tympan - 1 6 
Willelmus de la Cornere Shoreham Zs 
{ Shoreham 3 8 
Radulfus le Palmer (8) J Brighton & Moulsecoombe 3 2} 
) Felpham 2 
| Southover (Lewes) : © @) 
Radulfus de Burne Hope & Wivelridge 2 82 
% Hope & Wivelridge r of 
Willelmus le Tayllur 1 Fottingwo “ - 
Ashurst (W. Grinstead 
7alte Jandulf (9 Hundred) } 14 98 
Walterus Randu (9) 4 Findon as 
| Horsham I o 6} 
Henricus le Wyte (10) Ashurst (W. G1 "Henived) 1} 
Willelmus Noreys Arundel 2 a 
Willelmus Marchaund (1!) Brighton & Moulsecoombe 6 8} 
Willelmus Gyles (12) Charlton & East Dean 3 63 
. 1 y ‘ Chyngton & Sutton : a 
Ricardus le Wyte (13) Drayton & Groves (14) 2 Oo 
Radulfus de Porteslade ees "Bidlinetow 2 112 
ee ii ait Holmestrow Hundred 2 0 
Walterus le Wyte (15) 4 Ripe & Laughton 2 9 
Martinus de Cliva Malling & Cliffe 2 1% 
, Rotherfield 
Adam le Drake (16) (Southborough) me 
Johannis dela Felde (17) Sullington & Thakeham 4 0 
Warinus Schot (18) Swanborough Hundred 4 42 (J) 
Adam de Pykecumb Whalesborne a 2 4g (J) 


{4) J=jurator. 

(5) Possibly a little more—MS. apparently damaged. 

(6) Johannis Bosse, junior, paid 1s. 7}d. 

(7) Spelt Drueth Gobyon in customs accts. (presumably the same 
person). 

(8) ‘“‘ de Lewes” in customs accts. 

(9) ‘‘ de Steyning ” in customs accts. 

(10) ‘de Seaford’ and ‘‘ de Winchelsea’ in customs accts 

(11) ‘‘ de Chichester ” in customs accts. 

(12) ‘‘ de Seaford” in customs accts. 

(13) ‘‘ de Chichester ” in customs accts. 

(14) _ Box & Stockbridge Hundred. 


(15) "= de Seaford ” and ‘‘ de Winchelsea ” in customs accts. 
(16) ‘de Hova”’ in customs accts. 

(17) ‘“‘de Seaford” in customs accts. 

(18) ‘“‘ de Lewes” in customs accts. 
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The distribution of these merchants is somewhat similar 
to that of the wool merchants in Edward II’s reign, although 
Shoreham does not figure so prominently in the earlier period. 
On the other hand the majority of the Sussex ship-masters 
who can be identified in the 1296 Subsidy Rolls were domiciled 
at Shoreham. This is an interesting point, for during 
Edward I’s reign a considerable number of merchants from 
Normandy were exporting wool from Shoreham (and not 
elsewhere in Sussex) in Shoreham boats. Local people seem 
to have maintained their hold over the carrying trade, but 
the merchanting of the wool was in the hands of aliens. 

(19) = point is being elaborated in the forthcoming volume of 

S.A.C. 





SUSSEX ENTRIES IN LONDON PARISH REGISTERS. 
By W. H. CHALLEN. 
(continued from p. 138). 

Hoy TRINITY IN THE MINORIES IN THE LIBERTY OF H.M. 
TOWER OF LONDON: 1579-1837 (Gaps: 1649-56 and 
1663-75). ‘(See prefatory remarks on p.137). 

1676—May 4. William Stone, bach. & Elizabeth 
Hamden, spin., both of Hastings, Sussex. 

1676—Sep. 21. Thomas Bennett, bach. & Anne ffriend, 
spin., both of Mountfield, Sussex. 

1677—Nov. 18. George Palmer, widr. of West Chilton, 
Sussex, & Margaret Hollis, wid. of Pulverough, Sussex. 

1677—Nov. 22. Jude Storer, bach. & Elizabeth Weston, 
spin., both of Billingshurst, Sussex. 

1678—Apr. 4. Richard Simmes, bach. & Mary Tame, 
spin., both of Nuthurst, Sussex (Norfolk deleted). 

1678—July 21. Christopher Taylor, widr. of St. 
Magdalen, Bermondsey, & Mary Cock, spin. of 
Horsham in Surrey. 

1679—July 8. Richard Message, widr. of Navell, Sussex, 
& Lydia Lewington, spin. of St. Sepulchers, maried by 
Mr. Weston. 

1679—Sep. 10. Richard Horne, bach. of Warnham, 
Sussex, & Alice Harden, spin. of Dichering, Sussex, 
maried by Mr. Weston. 

1679—Oct. 28. Richard Holden, bach. of Woodman 
Coat, Sussex, & Anne Dedman, spin. of St. Leonard 
Shoreditch, maried by Mr. Weston. 

(1) Under date 20th May, 1834, is recorded the marriage of George 
Clarke and Mary Cox Gattey, who were each both deaf and dumb. 
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1679—Feb. 17. William ffaulkner, bach. of 
Horsemounsix, Sussex, & ffrances How, spin. of St. 
Peter Poore, maried by Mr. Weston. 

1681—Sep. 20. John Bodle, bach. & Anne North, 
widow, both of Westfurle, Sussex, maried by Weston. 

1682—June 8. Samuel Eldred, widr. of Peasmarsh, 
Sussex, & Jane Webb, spin. of Saviour, Southwark, 
maried by Mr. Weston. 

1682—June 10. James Turner, bach. of Chittingstone, 
Kent, & Anne Craft, spin. of West Hothly, Sussex, 
maried by Mr. Weston. 

1692—Dec. 8. John Merlott, bach. of Chishester, Sussex, 
& Elizabeth Huse, spin. of Ockingham in Barkshire. 

1693—July 13. John Jupp, bach. & Elizabeth Daniel, 
spin. both of Bright Helmston, Sussex. 

1693—July 25. Roger Filewood, widr. of Slafham, 
Sussex, & Ann Brinkett spin. of Reygate, Surry. 

1693—Dec. 16. Henry Fepard, widr. & Dorkas Joye, 
spin. both of Brighthelmston, Sussex. 

1694—July 17. Thomas Barbar, widr. & Mary Boxall, 
spin. both of Largasell, Sussex. 

1694—Sep. 9. John Taylor, widr. gardner, of West 
Borne, Sussex, & Mary Warrinton, spin. of Southwark. 
(Another record states: Mary Warrin, of St. Mary, 
Whitechapel). 

1695—Sep. 19. James Taylor, bach. bricklayer, of East 
Grinsted, Sussex, & Elizabeth Best, spin. of Blichinly, 
Surrey. (lic.). 

1695—Oct. 9. Thomas Paine, widr. mariner, of 
Breadhemsted, Sussex, & Mary Harman, wid. of St. 
Olave, Southwark.  (lic.). 

1697—Sep. 17. Abraham Porter, bach, & Mary Baker, 
spin. both of Woodhurst (Wadhurst), Sussex. 

1698—Sep. 25. Robert Wingfield, widr. & marriner, of 
Hastings, Sussex, & Elizabeth Hoyle, spin., of 
Rotherhith, Surry. 

1702—Mch. 10. Thomas Friend, bach. & marriner, of 
Brighthelmstone, Sussex, & Ann Ford, widow, of 
Stepney. 

1710—Oct. 1. Thomas Fratchin, bach. & Corker, of 
New Shoreham, Sussex, & Thomazin Akres, of Stepney. 
(Doctors lic.). 

1725—May 24. Stephen Oliver, bach., of Whytheham, 
Sussex, & Elizabeth Inkpen, spin., of same. 














ee 
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1728—Oct. 22. Joseph Woolven, of New Shoreham, 
Sussex, bach., & Edith Pace, of St. Catharine Creed 
Church; London, spin. 
1817—Jan. 2. Charles Challen of this parish, bach., & 
Iucretia Stent of this parish, spin., by Banns. 
(Witnesses: William Challen, Elizabeth Field). 
(2) Included as both parties hail from Sussex, Charles Challen being 


baptised at Storrington 15th March, 1792, and his bride at Coldwaltham 
29th October, 1781. 





THE SELSEY ARTILLERY VOLUNTEERS. 
By MAJOR H. G. PARKYN, C.B.E., F.S.A. 

The Selsey Artillery Volunteers was one of the numerous 
Volunteer Corps which sprang into existence with the wave 
of patriotism which swept the country in 1798.1 They were 
commanded by Captain Thomas Souter, whose commission 
was dated 27th September, 1798. ‘The other officers of the 
Corps were :— 

Lieut. George Copis, 27th September, 1708. 
Ensign William Restbridge, 15th March, 1799. 

On the conclusion of the Peace of Amiens in 1802 the Corps 
appears to have been allowed to lapse, but the following year, 
when war once more commenced and the peril of invasion 
became a menace, the Corps again sprang into existence under 
the title ‘Selsey Artillery Company.’ Captain Thomas 
Souter resumed command and had as officers :— 

Ist Lieut. William Woodman. 
2nd Lieut. Charles Denby. 

All the commissions were dated 12th September, 1803. No 
trace can be found of the Corps in Army Lists later than 1807, 
and it is probable that the Corps became extinct. During 
this period the following Corps were associated with the 
county of Sussex :— 

Fencibles. (Regular troops for home service only). 
Sussex Fencible Cavalry. Raised 1794. Commanded by 

Colonel Sir G. Thomas, consisted of one company. 
Militia. 

The Sussex Militia, commanded by Colonel the Duke of 

Richmond. 


(1) See S.N.Q. iii, p.282 and iv, p.27. 
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Western Regiment. H.Q. Chichester. Lt.-Col. George, Earl 
of Egremont, March 31st, 1809. 

Hastings. H.Q. Battle. Lt.-Col. The Hon. G. Ashburnham. 
April 2nd, 1809. 

Pevensey Regiment. Lt.-Col. The Earl of Chichester. August 
6th, 1810. 


Central Regiment. H.Q. Lewes. Lt.-Col. G. E. Cripps. 
April 11th, 1810. 


Yeomanry, Volunteer Corps and Associations. 

Angmering. Capt. J. Holmwood. September 2oth, 1803. 
Four companies. 

Arundel. Major Commdt. E. Carleton. September 2oth, 
1803. Three companies. 

Arundel (North). Major Commdt. C. Biddulph. January 
17th, 1804. Three companies. 

Bamber (Rape of), North Division. Capt. C. Beauclerk. 
September 2oth, 1803. Three companies. 

Bamber (Rape of), South Division. Major C. F. Goring, 
September 2oth, 1803. Three companies. 

Brighton. Artillery. Capt. S. Moore. September 12th. 
1803. Five companies. 

Chichester (Rape of). Cavalry. Capt. The Duke of 
Richmond. June 15th, 1797. Seven officers. 

Chichester (Rape of). North Division. Maj. Commdt. R. 
Yaldwin. September 2oth, 1803. Three companies. 

Chichester (Rape of). South Division. Col. J. Crosbie. 
September 2oth, 1803. Seven companies. 

Hastings (Rape of). Lt.-Col. Commdt. John, Visct. St. 
Asaph. September 2oth, 1803. Seven companies. 

Hastings. Artillery. Capt. T. Phillips. January 3rd, 1804. 
Three officers. 

Hoathley (West). Cavalry. Capt. W. Sewell. June 23rd, 
1794. Three officers. 

Langley Point and East Bourne. Artillery. Capt. R. Mowatt. 
July 15th, 1803. Four officers. 

Lewes. Cavalry. Capt. G. Shiffmer. June 3rd, 1795. 

Lewes (Rape of). North Division. Maj. E. Smith. 
September 2oth, 1803. Two companies. 

Lewes (Rape of). South Division. Col. W. Newton. 
September 2oth, 1803. Five companies. 
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Littlehampton Coast. Artillery. Capt. R. S. Bate. 
September 12th, 1803. Four officers. 

Midhurst. Cavalry. Capt. S. Poyntz. November 24th, 
1794. Three officers. 

Newhaven Coast. Artillery. Capt. E. Deans. September 
20th, 1803. Four officers. 

Parham. Cavalry. Capt. C. Bishopp, Bart. August 12th, 
1795. Three officers. 

Petworth. Capt. George, Earl of Egremont. June 23rd, 1794. 
Three officers. 

Pevensey Legion (North). Col. John, Lord Sheffield. July 
30th, 1803. 16 companies. 

Pevensey Legion (South). Col. Henry, Visct. Gage. 
September 2oth, 1803. Seven companies. 

Ringmere. Cavalry. Capt. J. R. Miller, Bart. September 
2nd, 1803. ‘Three officers. 

Rye. Cavalry. Capt. 5. R. Collett. October Ist, 1803. 
Three officers. 

Rye. Artillery. Capt. D. Gill, January 3rd, 1804. 
Three officers. 

Selsey Artillery. Capt. T. Souter. September 12th, 1803. 
Three officers. 

Sussex. Cavalry. Capt. G. Lyon. January 2oth, 1803. 

Three officers. 
Ashburnham Troop. Capt. C. Lamb. November 
17th, 1803. Four officers. 

Sussex. Guides. Capt. T. Shadwell. July 28th, 1803. 
Three officers. 

Sussex. Artillery. Commdt. Charles, Duke of Richmond. 
June 15th, 1799. Five officers. 


The following books give interesting information about the 
county of Sussex and the part it played during the time of 
national danger :— 

Napoleon and the Invasion of England, by H. F. B. Wheeler 
and A. M. Broadley, 2 vols., published by John Lane, The 
Bodley Head, 1908. 

Dumouriez and the Defence of England against Napoleon, 
by J. Holland Rose and A. M. Broadley, published by John 
Lane, The Bodley Head, 1908. 

A History of the Volunteer Forces, by Major Cecil 
Montefiore, published by Constable and Co., 1908. 
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ANNALS OF OLD ROTTINGDEAN. 
By LUCY BALDWIN and ARTHUR RIDSDALE. 
(continued from p. 136). 


In Golden Square there lived a family called Murphy— 
their real name was Furlong, but as they were Irish they were 
known as Murphy! Jimmie Murphy used to help me as a 
boy (A.R.) because he was a great hand at rat-catching and 
always sent me word when a likely stack was to be thrashed. 
Saltdean was one of the best places, for here the rats were 
driven up the cliffs by the high tides and they came at night 
to the stacks, where they found peace and food for the time 
being. And there stayed, conquered and bred! In a full 
stack they had great runs up the sides, a few holes in the 
thatch and a great many at the base. When unloading a 
stack the rats always worked downwards and in the last two 
or three rows near the bottom we began to get among them. 
When a stack was built its foundation was always of gorse, 
and I have seen this gorse moved up and up by the quantity 
of rats underneath. However, with sticks and a dog or two 
there was wholesale slaughter and very few rats got away ! 

I must give a short account of the Mummers who used to 
visit the different houses at Christmas time, dressed up, and 
acting their parts, in the dining room or kitchen, which was 
cleared for the performance. 

There was Father Christmas, the Prince of Wales, the 
Proud Turkish Knight, a Soldier, a Doctor, a Widow who 
wept, and Little Black Jack, who carried ‘‘ his wife and family 
on his back”’ ; in front he carried a tin can slung round his 
neck for the coppers and sixpences that he received from the 
onlookers. As far as I recollect the play ran thus, with more 
that I cannot remember :— 

Three knocks on the door. Enter a Mummer. 

“In comes oi, old Father Christmas: Welcome, Welcome, 
amInot? I ’opes Fa(y)ther Christmas will never be forgot ! ”’ 

Room, room, ladies and gentlemen, Room, room, I say. 
Room for the Prince of Wiles and let ‘im step this way ! 
(Then enters the Prince of Wales). Room, room, I say, 
room for the Prince of Wiles and let him step this way.” 

The Prince walks in with drawn sword, saying that with 
his sword he’d won the King of Denmark’s daughter. At the 
same time in walks the Turkish Knight, also with drawn sword. 
He says ‘‘In comes I the Turkish Knight, from my proud 
land I come to fight, that man of courage bowld. If his 
blood runs hot I’ll draw it cold, so let us battle try.” 





oo 
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Then they crossed swords, left, right, left, right, till the 
Turkish Knight is cut down. Kneeling on one knee he says 
“Pardon, pardon, mighty prince and do not cut me down, 

For I would rather lose my head than I should touch 

your crown.” 

He is, however, cut down by the Prince of Wales, and falls 
to the ground. Then enters the Gallant Soldier, who walks 
in and says ‘‘Ardy is my name, to be avenged of my master’s 
Death into this place I come.’ He fights and in his turn is 
defeated by the Prince of Wales. 

Enter next the Old Woman (usually taken by a youth), 
who falls weeping at the side of the prostrate figures. She is 
followed by the Doctor, in riding costume, who is besought 
for help, and he replies ‘‘ Oh, I can cure the Ipsey, Pipsey, 
Palsey, Gout, with this pill taken inside or out ; one to his 
mouth and one to his heart will make him rise and play his 
part.” 

“ Aroise and sing,” says the Prince of Wales. They all 
rise as Little Black Jack, with his broom, starts sweeping the 
floor. “‘In comes oi, Little Black Jack, with my family on 
my back, Money oi wants, money I craves, or I'll sweep you 
all into your graves!’’ And then he takes round his can 
for the collection. 

Before they finally left the Mummers generally gave us the 
whole song of ‘‘ The Mistletoe Bough.”” ‘This was always sung 
at Christmas time, as well as another with the refrain ‘‘ Lying 
in a British Soldier’s Grave ’’—a thoroughly gloomy wind-up 
to a lively performance. 

Another thing that has history behind it was the song game 
called “The Queen of Marlborough Towers.” This was 
played by the Queen, her daughters and soldiers on one side 
and two strong little girls, the enemy, on the other. The 
game was to break the clasped hands of the enemy flinging 
one’s weight on them. If unsuccessful one returned to the 
Queen, who enquired ‘“‘ What is your complaint ?’”’ ‘To which 
question was given the singing reply ‘‘ They won’t surrender, 
they won’t surrender to the Queen of Marlborough Towers ! ”’ 
The Queen then said ‘“‘ Take one of my soldiers or one of my 
daughters’ ; the soldier or daughter in her turn trying to 
break the clasped arms. The failure to do this meant joining 
the enemy. 

The song games were girls’ games and another of these was 
one in which the players made a ring round one who knelt in 
the middle, covering her face with her hands. ‘The ring of 
players then sang :-— 
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“ Poor Sally sits a-weeping, a-weeping, a-weeping, 

Poor Sally sits a-weeping on this bright summer’s day. 

Pray tell me what you’re weeping for, weeping for, weeping 

for, 

Pray tell me what you’re weeping for on this bright summer’s 

day.” 

The reply from the centre maiden was :— 

“‘ T’m weeping for a sweetheart, a sweetheart, a sweetheart, 
I’m weeping for a sweetheart on this bright summer’s day. 
The ring then answered :— 

“Then stand you up and choose one, choose one, choose one, 
Then stand you up and choose one on this bright summer’s 

day.” 

One was chosen and the children chanted :— 

“Now you’re married, kiss together.” 

A kiss was exchanged and the original Sally retired, and 
the same thing began over again as they walked round singing 
and holding hands. 

There was another ending when the singing circle showed 
their approval, as follows :— 

““ Now you're married I wish you joy, 
First a girl and then a boy, 
Seven years after son and daughter. 
Pray, young couple, kiss together.” 

This tag once brought trouble to a little girl who had been 
staying with us and had joined in the games at the School 
Treat at which this verse was sung. On her return home her 
mother wished to show off her accomplishments (which 
included a little German Folk Song) at a small tea party 
given in honour of a bride and bridegroom. ‘The little girl 
was asked to sing the song she had learnt while away on her 
visit, and in all innocence she sang the verse just given. 
Consternation and confusion reigned ! ! 


(To be continued). 





THE CHURCHWARDENS’ ACCOUNTS OF WEST 
TARRING. 
Communicated by REV. W. J. PRESSEY, M.A., F.S.A. 
(continued from p. 144). 





Fol. 53a. 
Itm payd unto the spinna’ the xj daye of maye by me thomas 
umfrye - 11j8 


Itm payd uto leucas the smyth by me thomas umfrye for 
the lache of the chirche lytyn gate vj 
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Item that Edmand Estone dowth owe unto the chirche for 











rente & for a rottyne tree vj§ vj@ 
Itam that John owntyll executors dowth owe unto the 
chirche vj® viij@ 
morower gawe unto the chyrch xij4 


Itam thomas Weste dowthe owe unto the chyrche — vj§ viij4 

Recets Fol. 54. 

Imprimis Rs of Thoms Weste for iiij graues in the church 

Xviij® iiij4 

Itm Rs more for the bequeth of Thoms Coke of Hene — xij 
(The rest of this folio is blank). 
































Recaiates (On the margin) Fol. 64a 
Itam Rs the chirche boxe & in him xij’ 
Itam Rs of goodmane coke of tarrynge viij§ 
Itam Rs of owld psone for the chirch hows —-—--———- vj 
Itam Rs of shingill —_——— ----__— v8 
Itam in the powr manes boxe xs 
Itam in godmane coke of felplas xvj 
Itam Rs of Rychar howrd vj 
Itam Rs of waatar williams vj 
Itam Rs of watar williams sistar iiij4 
Itam thomas Umfrye Rs of Edmand Estone ———— vj§ 
Itam Rs of anne Westones executors —-_——-——— vj viij4 


Itam Rs of Edmand estone for rente for the chirch hows — vj§& 
(Heve a line ts crossed through). 

Itam John stear Rs Edmand Estone for the furste hafe years 

rente vj§ 

Itam Rs of thomas Westones for iiij graues in the chirche 

— XViij® iiij4 














Itam Rs of the bequeste of coke of hine —----————_ xij 
Itam John stear hath Rs for the furste years rente —— vj§ 
Itam morower for hafe a years Rente John Stear hath Rs 

--———— i118 





Itm Rs of the land tak in pt of payt 
Sma Totalis v!i ij§ xj4 


xiiij§ iije 


Layd owte (On the margin) ve. Ms 


Itam goodmane steare layd owte for a chill that is towrnyd 





into parrisse xxd 
Itam payd to Edmand Eston for the syne howlls in the 
stepyll — xxd 








Itam layd owtt for naylls & to nedylls iij4 
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Itam bowth hafe a howrshide ijs 
Itam that the chirche wardines & sydmene sete a 00 
dyd paye at the vicitacione at chichestar ae 

Itam they hade for hime that mendyd the stepyll ———— xxs 
Itam layd owte for naylls iiij§ 
Itam layd owte for a cytacione xd 
Itam the somnar had of us for a sitacione ---—————_ xx 
Itam layd owte for the Ropes vij4 
Itam layd owte for bromes ja 
Itam layd owte for naylls iij4 
Itam my partynar stear had xij 





(The foregoing entry has been crossed out in the MS.). 





Itam the spinnar had of thomas Umfrye — ——_— xij 
Itam to harry barrnard for mendynge of the chirch stylle— 























= j2 

Itam for makynge of bells ropes vij4 
Itam thomas Umfry payd to the spennar —————— iij§ viij4 
Itam thomas Umfry layd owt for bowred ij§ 
Itam thomas Umfry payd for bromes —j4 
Itam thamas Umfrye payd to allse lave — vs 
Itam the spinnar had at the last recnynge for the chill — 
-— xiiij§ 

Itam the spinnar had of thomas Umfry xij! 
Itam the belfowndar had of thomas Umfrye for | = 


mendynge of a clyppar of a bell 
Itam John stear layd to Rychar maye 








itis viij2 














Itam John stear layd owd for a bell roupe ———————— vj 
Itam John stear layd owde to the spinnar ———————— xx 
Itam payd to lucas for mendynge of the clipar of the great 
bell — iiij§ 
Itam payd to the vicarsone for makinge of owr bill of acownte 
iiij? 

Itam payd to hewe carose wife - ij4 
Itam thomas Umfry layd owte for lether for the clippars 
— vj 


Itam thomas Umfry payd unto the spinnar for kipinge 








sarge om — viij§ 
of angines terille 
Itam thomas Umfrye payd to dydmand vj? 
Itam Elzabeth garnar iiij4 
Itam payd to the spynnar the xj day of maye by me | an 
thomas Umfrye tii 


Itam payd by me thomas Umfry to lucas the smythe for the 
lach of the chirch lytyne gate vj! 


Som Totalis ————- iiij!i xs v4 
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Fol. 55a. 
Aid Diii 1573. 

The xvjt® daye of Maye was chosen Churche Wardens Barnard 
Warwicke & Will persone Jr and they Rs in the churche 
box xj§ 

Ano Dili 1573 
Imprimis Rs of Edmon Esten for the churche house 














vj§ vj 
Itm Ryseuid of Jhon Michels wedo vij® viij4 
Itm Rs of John Stere for michelmas rent ———— iiij§ 





Itm Rs of nicolas Admes be the gyfte of Thoms Admes of 














hene xij 

Itm Rs of Edmonde Este for the halfe yeres rent at michelmas 

last ——_—_—_________—_ —— vj§ 

Itm Rs for the rent of the church lande for our Lady Daye 

rent iiij§ 
Som totalis —————- xl§ ij4 

Fol. 56 


Itm paide for mending of the glase wendoes of the churche 
Xiij§ iiij4 





























Itm paid for lyme and bromes ij? 
Itm paid to edward stasi ———————— iiij§ 
(Heve a line is crossed out in the MS.). 

Itm paid to the gaylle - — ilij$ 
Itm laid out at the visitasion at chechester ———— iiij§ viij4 
Itm for caring of the mony that was geven to the | - 
Cearth to chechester —— J 
Itm for a shovel for the chearch viij4 
Itm for the making of the bel rops xd 
Itm paid for laying in of the bill of presentét — - xij 
Itm paid to hé yt did beare y® byll —~ ij 
Itm for charges of his horse ———--------_—_ ij 
tm paid to Willm Clarke for beringe of y* byll rope ———— 

a a yt 

Itm for nayles for méding of y® whele of y® bell ——— ij4 
Itm for medeing of the cliper of y¢ bell ————— - v8 itij4 
Itm for the caring of the byll of presentmé to chechester at 
our lady day ———___________—- vj 

Itm to the Regester —————___________ iiij4 
Itm for halfe a hide of whitlether ——--—-——__———_ xxij4 
Itm for mending of the pals in the lyten ———————_— iiij4 
Itm layd out for the byll of p’setment —--————-—— iiij4 


XXXviij® viij4 
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The 1 day of July wass chosen Rafe Wynkefeld 
and Rychard cocke chereche wardeii and they resevid >— xix4 
in the cheryche booxe 
(The vest of this folio is blank). 
Fol. 57. 
The xxijt® daye of July An° Dni 1574 wh Richard Cook¢ 
& Raphe Winkfil was chosen Church Wardens 





















































Payméts 
Imprimis for a booke iiij® viij4 
It for the Junctiis xiiij4 
It for manes & horse meat at the Visitatiso ————— iiij® itij4 
(Here a line has been crossed out in the MS.). 

Itm for the bell ropes vj 
Itm for broms & paper & the cheurch cay —--—————- ix 
Itm for the bell clepers vij® ij4 
Itm for the laying of the stons on the cherch —————— vij§ 
Itm ffor nayls xij4 
Itm for a lache for the cherch dore xiij? 
Itm payd to Roger Kynston for the Jayll ————— iij§ iiij4 
Itm payd to plomer for the keping of the cheylld — x8 vj4 
payd to plomar for the chyld xij! 
payd to thomas lewcas for mendyng the bell —————— xiij4 
payd to plomer for the chyld xviij4 
payd to edmond eston for trussing of the bell --————— ij 
payd at arondell at the Vesatato xiiij4 
payd at cheches at the v —- ij® viij4 
payd for the byll of psment iiij4 
Itm the cherch wardns citid for the byll of p'sentment toching 
the repacon of the cherch ij® viij? 
payd for the byll of presentment for lack of retorn — xvj‘ 
Itm for the bell rops vj? 
payd at arondell wen the quens visiters ded set -d 

for the haven eens 
payd for a bell rop iiij4 
payd for wheytlether and broms iij4 
payd to stase ffor a hoscloth iiij§ 

Som ———— iij!i vj§ j4 
Fol. 57a. 
(This folio is entively blank). 

Recets 1574 Fol. 58. 

Imprimis Rs of Edm6 Esté for of Lady Day rét — v8 
Itm in the boxe xviij4 





Itm Rs of edmon eston for myhelmas reant ———————. vj® 
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Itm Rs of Will Pson iiijs 
Itm Rs of Will Psone for the chearch land or 














ee he iijs 
ady days reant 

Itm Rs of edmon eston for our lady days reant ———— vj® 
Itm Rs of edmon eston for myhells reant vj§ 
Itm Rs of Wyllim Parson at myhellmas ii1j8 
Itm Rs of henery barnard of the land secot — xvjé viij4 
Itm Rs of Wyllm Psone ffor of ladye reant ———————-iiij$ 
Itm Rs of edmon eston ffor oT ladye reant —-—--———- vj® 

Som ————— iij!i iij8 vj4 


(The vemainder of this folio is blank, and a portion « 


f itis mutilated). 


Fol. 58a. 
The xv of Julye the xviij of the Quene magiestys rayne 
Rychard Shorte and John Selden whyler Churche wardens 
and hath Receaued ine the Churche box —————— iij§ 
(The rest of this folio is blank). 
Notes (to the above) : 
Fol. 55, line 2.—‘‘ towrnyd into parrisse’’ perhaps ‘‘ born into the 
parish’ is meant. See fol. 52a, line 12 


Fol. 55, line 23.—Read “ laid out for board.”’ 
Fol. 55, line 26.—Read “ reckoning for the child.’’ 


2 
2 
56, line 5 Read “ paid to the gaol.’’ See also Fol. 57, line 13. 
56, line 8.—Read “ given to the Court at Chichester.” 

, line 5.—For “ Junctns’”’ read “ Injunctions.”’ 

57, line 20.—Read “ payd at Chichester at the Visitation.” 

. 57, line 24. lack of vetorn.”’ What seems to have happened is 
this. The wardens were cited to make a return as to the repairs 
necessary for their church, and failed to do so. They were 
consequently penalised by the court. 

Fol. 58, line 11 ‘land secot’”’ read “‘ land scot.’’ This is the first 
instance of the use of this word in these accounts. For the 
probable origin of this payment see Fol. 46a, under date 1568. 
This payment in kind was afterwards commuted for a money 
payment, and there are books shewing the amounts paid and 
the holdings on which they were charged 

Fol. 58a, line 2.—Read ‘“‘ John Selden the wheelwright.” 


SAS SS on on oh 
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“THE PLACE-NAMES OF SUSSEX.” 
CORRIGENDA AND ADDENDA. 
(continued from p. 146). 

PART I, VOL. VI. 
p-31, s.2. WoOoLBEDING. Add Wolvedinges 1210 Cur (p). 
p.68, s.2. STRETTINGTON. Add Strethamton’ 1212 Cur. 
p.139, s.2. InsHAM. Add Yllesham 1212 Cur. 

PART IJ, VOL. VI. 
p.272, s.m. PICKERIDGE. Add Pykerythe 1474 Banco (ex 

inf. Miss M. S. Holgate). 














176 Sussex Notes and Queries 


p.292, s.m. OLD STEINE. Cf. further le Stene 1605 LRMB, 
The Steene, The Steane 1624 Rental, in Chertsey (Sr). 

p.307, s.%. YOUNSMERE. Mr. Macleod (S.N.Q. iv, 154 ff.) 
has shown the exact site of Younsmere Pit and records the 
local 18th century corruption to Hounds Mere Pet and the 
early 19th century form Hunns Mere Pit. 

p-329, s.m. PLAwHatcu. Add play hatch gate, ployes zate 
1650 S.A.C. xxiii. 

P.352, s.2. GLYNDE. Moerman (NGN vii, 40) discusses the 
use of the word glint, glind in the eastern Netherlands. 
There it has clearly the sense ‘fence, enclosure,’ and is 
found in the form Glinde, Glint, and in the compounds 
Glinthuis, Glindhorst. 

p.359, s.v. THE Lay. Add la Leie 1212 Cur. 

pp.391, 460, s.1m. THE Rocxs, STonERocK Gitu. CE. 
Starrock Green in Chipstead (Sr), Stonrocke (1265 Misc (p)). 

p.392, s.v. Views Woop. Cf. The Whewes in Capel (Sr), 
Weeves 1576 S.A.S. 33, 85, Whewes 1597 Ct. 

p.439, s.”. Bosurip. Cf. also the use of the term buurschap 
in the Netherlands (NGN vii, 29). 

p.456, s.. LUNDSFORD. Zachrisson (StudNP v, 50) notes 
the forms Lunderfeord, Lundresford (p) in a late OE 
charter preserved in a ME copy (KCD 930). 

p.460, s.v. COLDHARBOUR. Mr. S. P. Vivian notes in a 
rental of 1659 that this is called Gillreed otherwise 
Coldharbour. 

p.460, s.v. Marwupir SHAw. This is by Le Marlepit feld 
(1629 Ipm), ex inf. Mr. S. P. Vivian. 

p.460. Add MERRIMENT Fu. Mr. S. P. Vivian notes that 
this corresponds to the pec. tré vocat. Meremannysland in 
1432 (Harl. Ch. 78 E. 50). The land is on the county 
boundary and mereman probably records the fact, v. 
(GE)MARE. The modern form is corrupt. 

p.462, s.v. TurzEes. Zachrisson (StudNP v, 52) suggests 
that the first element is the early ME name Tiard, of 
continental origin (Forssner 233). 

p.466, s.v. RUNTINGTON Fm. Cf. Runtley wood in Woking 
(Sr), Rontele 1294 Ass, 1316 FF, Runtele 1332 SR (all (p)). 

p.511I,s.v. CLEEVE AXE. Cf. further Mapledrake in Ewhurst 
(Sr), Mapeldresshe 1241 Ass (p), Holdemabilinix, Olde 
Mapuldriks 1436, 1524 (S.R.S. 32, 59-60), in which “eésce 
is compounded with the tree-name mapuldor, and 
Longrethenex in Camberwell (Sr), 1370 AD i. 

For the use of the term esch in Holland v. Moerman in 

NGN vii, 36-8. 
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p.514, s.2. BREDE. For OE bredu, here and elsewhere in Sussex, 
cf. the use of breede in the Netherlands (NGN vii, 34-5). 
p.517, s.”. HOUNSTER LANE. Mr. G. M. Young points out 
that in the boundaries of Dauntsey (W), as given in B.C.S. 
458, the word torr must similarly refer to an out-crop of 
calcareous sandstone. It cannot have reference to a hill. 

p.524, sm. Hariot’s Woop. Dr. J. W. Batterham points 
out to us that Harlot’s Wood is identical with a parcel of 
land called Evrlattes otherwise Erlets in a Chantry Record 
of the time of Edward VI. This makes it clear that the 
form Hane(l)holte must not be associated with Harlot’s 
Wood, but the etymology must remain an open question. 

p.550-7. Madhere and Wealdburh should be printed with 
asterisks (cf. Zachrisson in StudNP v, 51, 47). 





PLACE-NAMES OF DEVON. 
PART II, VOL. IX. 
p.x, s.m. Somptinc. Mr. S. P. Vivian notes ‘ Land called 
Suntesland’ in Salehurst in a Survey of 1597. 





OBJECTS FOUND AT THE ROMAN IRONWORKS, 
RIDGE HILL, EAST GRINSTEAD. 
By IVAN D. MARGARY, F.S.A. 

When recently examining the site and the articles found 
at the Roman ironworks at Ridge Hill Manor, near Kingscote 
Station, East Grinstead, my attention was drawn to some 
metal objects which were not mentioned in Mr. Ernest 
Straker’s account of the site.! The late Mrs. Crookshank very 
kindly allowed me to take them to the British Museum for 
expert inspection, together with selected pieces of the pottery 
to afford corroboration of the Roman dating. 

The materials were duly reported on by Mr. C. F. Hawkes, 
F.S.A., who confirmed the forms and dating of the pottery 
previously examined by Mr. S. E. Winbolt, save that the 
piece of late third century date mentioned in that report was 
apparently not among those which I had selected on this 
occasion, as it was stated that the last years of the second 
century formed the latest dating. 

Unfortunately the iron objects, a small pair of scissors, a 
small axe-head, a broad flat ring somewhat like a horseshoe 
with the cusps folded together, a ring-headed spike and some 
nails, were in a highly corroded state and in no case were they 
sufficiently distinctive in form to be datable. I understand 
that they were found with the Roman cinder and pottery, 
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but as details of the exact positions of the finds are not 
available it is unsafe to infer that they must be Roman, 
especially as two small metal discs, also found there, proved 
to be an 18th century brass button and a George III. 
halfpenny. 

The main purpose of this note is to record the presence of 
the pair of bronze objects shown in Plate I. They can best 
be described as tongue-shaped ; length.138 mm. ; width at 
square base 45 mm. ; at widest point 60 mm. ; at a point 
15 mm. from the tip, 45 mm. ; and they were rounded at the 
edges to form a concavity of about 12 mm. depth throughout 
their length. At the square base there are holes surrounded 
by rusty marks as of rivet heads, evidently for attachment 
perhaps to armour, and though the two are so much alike 
in every respect that it seems they must form a pair, yet it 
is curious that while one has two holes 5 mm. from the edge 
at the corners, the other has only one hole placed centrally 
and 5mm. from the edge. Though partially flattened the 
metal is perfectly preserved and is covered with a green 
patina. From the shape and size it seems possible that they 
may have served as epaulettes, and Mr. Hawkes informed me 
that they actually bear some resemblance to certain bronze 
objects (of various shapes and with more numerous, but 
similar, holes for attachment) found in the Roman fort at 
Newstead? and tentatively described as pieces of armour. 
In view of this it seemed desirable to illustrate and record 
this small Sussex find. 

(x) SAC. ketz, 7.183 

(2) Curle. Roman Frontier Post, Newstead, p.177 and Plate xxwxii. 





THE WILL OF A PARISH PRIEST 1545. 
Contributed by Mr. JOHN E. RAY, F.R.HIST.S. 
LEWES DISTRICT PROBATE REGISTRY. BOOK A.I. FO. 177. 
Ardyngle In deinomine amen. the iij day of the moneth of 
october 1545. I Sir Mylys Newbye parishe prest 
of ardyngle in the Counte of sussex make this my 
last will & testament in manner and forme 
folowyng. first I gyve & bequeth my soule vnto 
almyghti god to our blessyd lady st mary & to 
all the holy company of hevyn & my body to be 
buried within the chauncell of ardyngle. also I 
gyff and bequethe to my Master for my buriall in 
the chauncell as is accustomyd. Also I bequeth 

to the mother church of chichester ijd. 
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It. I bequeth to the hye alter of ardyngle ijd. it 
is my wyll that I haue at my buryng v prests & 
every one of them to haue vjd. & offeryng at every 
masse. it is my will to have bestowyd in meate 
& drynke at my buriall vijs. 

It. it is my will to haue as many masses & so 
muche bestowed in meate & drynke as is aforesaid 
bothe at my monthes mynd & at my years mynd. 
It. I gyve & bequethe to Mt parson of Nytymber 
my geldyng. Also I gyve and bequeth to John 
Cheseman xxvjs. viijd. Also I gyve to the wiff 
of John cheseman my short gowne lynyd with 
wolsted. Also I bequeth to Nicolas cheseman & 
to william cheseman my long gowne. 

It. I gyve & bequeth to John byrstye my godson 
my Jakett, & my dublet to his father. It. I 
bequeth all my Rydyng gere as botes spurrs 
saddyll & Brydyll to John cheseman. 

It. I gyve and bequeth to henry cheseman & to 
agnes cheseman my fether bed with all thereto 
belongyng and my clocke. 

Itm. I gyve to mother Stevyn one paire of hosyn 
& ij paire of showes. It. I bequeth to John Bale 
a fustyan doblett & acanvas shirt. Also I bequeth 
to the wiff of John birstye my best shirt. It. I 
gyve & bequethe to my father & mother iiij!i in 
moneye which I dyd leave with them in custody 
at my last beyng with them in the north contrye. 
It. I gyve to Sir Jams Shawe my whiet night 
cappe. It. I gyve my hatt to M® Vicar of 
Westhothle. It. I bequeth to Sir george kilner 
my wolsted typpett. The resydew of all my goods 
not bequethed I gyve & bequeth to Sir myls Kilner 
parson of Nytymber whom I orden & make my 
very true & lawfull executor that he dispose for 
the helth of my soule & all christian souls as he 
thynks most expedient. 

These witness—Sir Robert boyes, vicar of 
westhothle, John cheseman—John barlye. 


Ardingly Church, although given to Lewes Priory in very 
early times, remained a Rectory, a vicarage never having been 
ordained. The chancel therefore remained the property of 
the Rectors. The Rector at the time of this Will was Canon 
John Worthiall, who became chancellor and Archdeacon of 
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Chichester and was non resident—his curate or ‘“‘ parish 
priest,’ as he calls himself, being Miles Newbye. 

The rights of burial in the chancel being vested in the 
Rector, it had become the custom to extend it to other 
ecclesiastics or to persons of eminence in return for a substantial 
fee, which Newbye directs shall be paid to the Rector “as 
is accustomed.” 

After the Reformation, burial in the Chancel was extended 
to the laity, such as the Squire and other principal people 
of the parish, and so the reservation of the chancel for the 
use of the clergy in death as in life became more honoured 
in the breach than in the observance. LER. 


The Ardingly branch of the Cheeseman family was of some 
small parochial importance. In addition to the mentions in 
the Will their names appear constantly in the Registers from 
1558 to 1747. One was Churchwarden and another was chosen 
Registrar of the parish in 1655. Some of them were tailors 
and issued a token, with George Cheesman and a pair of 
scissors on it. The only known specimen of this is now in the 
British Museum. The family occupied a small old house near 
Ardingly Church which they held of the borough of Lewes 
(S.R.S. xxxiv, 16 and Lewes Town Book). This tenure is 
remarkable, being with another small piece in Ardingly the 
only land belonging to the town of Lewes outside its own 
boundaries. The Cheesmans’ house still stands. 

The Birstyes took their name from Birstye in Ardingly, 
whose history goes back to 1287, a place of considerable 
importance in ancient times. The family was armigerous. 
The best known member was seneschal to Anne of Cleves. 

M.S.H. 





SUSSEX ARCHASOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 

I.—The Annual Meeting took place on Wednesday, March 
22nd, at the Town Hall, Lewes. The Chairman of the 
Council (Brigadier-General E. G. Godfrey-Faussett) presided 
in the absence of the President, Lord Gage. There was a 
good attendance of members. Mention of the loss to the 
Society by the death of the late Mr. Garraway Rice and 
touching references to his boundless enthusiasm were made. 
Mr. F. Bentham Stevens explained the Balance Sheet, which 
showed a satisfactory decrease in the deficit. The Report was 
taken as read. Mr. Stevens alluded to the false report in the 
Press that a large amount would come to the Society through 
the will of the late Lady Thomas-Stanford. As a matter of 
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fact nothing would come to the Society during the lifetime of 
sundry annuitants, and then only a reduced amount. It was 
necessary to allude to this matter as the publication referred 
to had naturally had an adverse effect upon the appeal for 
the Barbican repairs. This Fund, which was largely due to 
Mr. Godfrey’s energy, now stood at {129 and many further 
donations were hoped for. 

The Earl of Athlone had kindly consented to be President 
of the Society for the ensuing year. ‘The officers of the Society 
were re-elected and also the out-going members of the Council, 
with the addition of Dr. H. R. Mosse. 

A heated but good-tempered discussion then took place as 
to the cutting of the leaves of the Society’s publications, 
which produced much laughter, varied opinions, but little result. 

After lunch Mr. Margary gave a lantern lecture on the 
Roman Road from Holtye to Lewes, which has been brought 
to light by his untiring efforts and has resulted in a fine 
stretch of road being definitely charted. Mr. Godfrey followed 
with an illustrated description of Pelham House, which was 
visited by the members after a welcome had been extended 
to them by the Chairman of the County Council (Mr. C. H. S. 
Ellis). 

II.—The first Local Meeting for the year took place at Rye 
on April 29th, where the chief object of interest was the 
medizval Pottery Kilns discovered by Mr. L. C. Vidler. 

Other meetings have been arranged for May 2oth at 
Hardham, June 17 at West Dean and Charlston, August 19th 
at Hamsey and Barcombe, and September 16th at Trotton, 
thus providing for visits in five of the Rapes of the County, 
while the annual summer meeting has been arranged for 
Steyning neighbourhood in July. 

III.—The first of the. Church Guides, edited by W. H. 
Godfrey, F.S.A., for the Society, has now been published. 
It deals with Cuckfield Church and is issued by the Parochial 
Church Council there. It contains a plan, a list of Vicars, 
an external view of the Church and a picture of the painted 
roof of the Nave. One of the bosses in the roof is reproduced 
and the coat of arms of the Diocese appears on the cover. A 
full description of the history of the Church is given, with a 
list of all the memorials within the building. The price of 
the guide is 6d., for which sum an admirable and concise 
account of all the features of the Church is obtained. Other 
guides will follow in due course and we hope they will receive 
the support from the public which their merit, as instanced 
in the present case, deserves. 
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SUSSEX CHURCH PLANS. 
XXI.—ST. MARY MAGDALENE, WARTLING. 

Wartling gave its name to the first of the ten prebends 
pertaining to the College of St. Mary in the Castle, Hastings, 
and the endowment dates from the foundation of the College 
about 1090. ‘The present Church contains in its Chancel part 
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of the 13th century building, with the nave walls reconstructed 
and a north aisle added in the 14th. ‘The south aisle, which 
has the Pelham buckle and a Catharine wheel carved externally 
is probably late 15th century. The north and south windows 
of the Chancel are blocked by a series of memorial tablets 
to the Curteis family. 

W.H.G. 
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NOTES. 


WATERS OF ARUN.—It has been my privilege recently 
to read, with great delight, the late Mr. Allcroft’s Waters of 
Arun, one of the neatest pieces of combined historical, 
topographical and archeological investigation that one has 
read for many years. The climax is, of course, reached when, 
on page 145, Allcroft cites the passage from the Water-Bailiff’s 
Book, first discovered by Mr. Joseph Fowler, stating that in 
1636 there was still a tradition that ‘the High-Stream in 
Arundell Levell did Issue in former times into the Sea at 
Pen-house in Lancing, where Bramber river then likewise 
vented itself,’ thus independently confirming conclusions 
reached by Allcroft after long investigation. The curious 
thing is that while Allcroft noted that Penhouse was marked 
on Palmer’s well-known map of 1587, one mile south-east of 
Lancing Church, with land-locked water by it, he failed to 
note (a) that the name still survives on the present-day map, 
and (b) that it is significant of the locality itself. When 
working on the place-names of Sussex we noted mention in 
a Sele Charter (c. 1250) of one Ralf Coppeden of Pende, 
followed in a fine of 1324 by mention of Pende in conjunction 
with North and South Lancing. Then in 1351 (Pat) we have 
mention of sea-walls in a place called La Pende and between 
Bramber, Shoreham and Lancing, and in 1364 (Pat) of Pende 
in a long list of ports, where it is mentioned between New 
Shoreham and Kingston. Finally, in 1371 (Pat) one Simon 
of Lancing was made a ‘searcher’ in Pende. All this made 
us look for Pende in the neighbourhood of Lancing, and there 
we found on the coast Pen Hill (6"), rather more than 
half a mile south-east of Lancing Church, and just a mile 
and a third west along the coast from the present outlet of 
the Adur-Bramber river. Thus we have the site of the 
harbour called (/a) Pende fixed down, quite independently, 
to the same spot as Pen-house. It was a harbour and could 
not therefore have been on the open coast as Pen Hill now 
is, and the very name Pende, from ME pende, OE pynd, 
‘enclosure,’ a word first noted in Sussex, must describe the 
old (partially) enclosed harbour. ALLEN MAWER. 


EARLY SUSSEX CARTOGRAPHY.—In searching for early 
maps of Chichester, I recently came on a reference to a map 
of the City of about 1650 in a volume of maps, or rather 
bird’s-eye views, of English, French and German towns, in 
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the British Museum!, and looked it up. Let no one waste 
his time imitating me; the map is only a rather inaccurate 
copy, with much omitted, of Speed’s map of 1610. A single 
instance may show the filiation. Speed marks “ Squitry 
Bridg,’’ but the engraver has left rather a wide space between 
the first and second letters, influenced, perhaps, by the “ S. 
Pancras’”’ and “S. Bartholme”’ preceding. The copyist of 
c. 1650 (a Frenchman, apparently) has improved this into 
“Pont St. Quitry.” 

Of more importance is the discovery of a series of sheets 
of an 18th century engraved map of part of Sussex on a 6 in. 
scale. There are six sheets, the map surface of each measuring 
264 ins. by 15 ins.; the area covered is approximately the 
rectangle including North and Up Marden, Woollavington 
Down, the head of Bosham creek and Woodgate in 
Aldingbourne. Assuming all sheets to be contemporary, the 
survey can be dated within narrow limits ; the south part of 
Baffin’s Lane in Chichester has been blocked, hence the 
superior limit is 17632, the Frater at Boxgrove is still standing, 
hence the inferior limit is c. 17818. With this date established 
it becomes quite clear that the survey must be the work of 
Yeakell and Gardner, who were working on the 2 in. survey 
at about that time, and fairly certain that the patron of the 
work was the third Duke of Richmond, who, as Master-General 
of the Ordnance, first inaugurated the Ordnance Survey, and 
to whom Gardner dedicated his large-scale plan of Chichester 
City, dated 17609. 

The map was recently quite unknown both to the Ordnance 
Survey and to the authorities at the British Museum; the 
latter, however, now have a photographic copy of it. 

W. D. PECKHAM. 


LINDFIELD PAPERS.—A selection from the parish records 
preserved in Lindfield Church has recently been placed in a 
show-case in the Parvise over the South Porch there. The 
papers, largely from the churchwardens’ and overseers’ 
accounts, range from the 16th to the roth century: they 
include such various matters as an indenture of apprenticeship 
(1594), a traveller’s pass from the bailiffs of Great Yarmouth 
(1616), agreements for casting one of the bells now in the 
tower (1682) and for a new clock (1716), indictments of the 
highways (1686), cases of parish settlements, a detailed 

(1) Add. MS.11564f.15. Ihadthe reference from S.A.C. xxviii, 158. 

(2) S.A.C. xxx, 155. 

(3) Add. MS. 5699 f. 158. 
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account rendered by the parish doctor (1705), a letter from 
Thomas Bysshe, a hitherto unidentified Vicar of Lindfield 
(1704), and numerous entries of payments for repairs of the 
fabric and church expenses. For the benefit of those 
unacquainted with the older scripts, printed versions of the 
text have been appended to the earlier exhibits. A silver 
penny of the reign of Henry IT. and a silver denarius of Gordian 
the Younger, both dug up in the foundations of the new vestry, 
have been added to the collection lately. G. F. SCOTT. 


CHURCH MUSIC.—In S.A.C. 1x, 21 and 29, some entries 
taken from these Church Accounts of West Tarring are quoted, 
which will be found to give a different interpretation to that 
which has been presented in S.N.Q. It has been felt that 
attention should be drawn to this, so as to avoid 
misunderstanding. 

The points of difference are as under : 

Fol. 4la, line 21— To the Drownne pleyr’’ ——— xij4. 
In S.A.C. 1x, 21, this is rendered ‘‘ To the Drowme 
pleyr”’ ~xip. It is possible that the MS. may 
lend itself to this reading, but the handwriting seems 
to indicate two n’s rather than a somewhat extended 
m. The amount, however, is without doubt xij4 and 
not xip. Incidentally a bagpipe seems more suitable 
to the needs of a Church Ale than a drum. 

Fol. 41a, line 19—‘‘ to the mynssterylls ’’ ——— vj§ viij4. 
In S.A.C.1x, 21, the amount is stated as vs viip. This, 
however, is a mistake. This entry occurs four times in 
these accounts. The first time as given above; the 
second entry is on Fol. 46a, line 5, where the amount 
entered is iij§ iiij* ; the third entry is on Fol. 47, line 30, 
the payment being ij§ vj4; the last entry quoted in 
S.A.C. Ix, 29 is as follows : 

‘“ payd to Alb Ston for the menstrells our church all 

















day”’ iS vj! 
Wethink, however, that the reading should be as under : 
Fol. 51, line 21—‘ payd to awsten for the menstrells our 
Cheurch all day” -- - ij8 vj 


The interpretation of the name may be debatable, 
but the amount is quite clearly given in the MS. as 


woe ed 
nu? yj". W. J. PRESSEY. 


YONESMERE PIT.—After the publication of the note on 
the site of the meeting place of the Hundred of Yonesmere on 
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Pp-154-156 of the last number, Major O. G. S. Crawford, of 
the Ordnance Survey Office, kindly wrote to point out that an 
air photograph of the area disclosed the fact that the pit 
described by John Dudeney lay close beside an extensive area 
of Celtic fields. The photograph also shows the existence of 
another pit within 200 yards of that previously described, 
lying upon what appears to be the boundary bank of the 
Celtic field area. It is suggested that exploration with the 
spade might decide the relative dating of the boundary bank 
and the second pit, and possibly yield some evidence of the 
date of the first pit. I shall be glad to pass the photograph 
to anyone who feels inclined to undertake excavation here. 

Local inquiry has shown that the name Yonesmere Hill is 
still applied to that area which lies between The Bostle and 
High Hill, though the name may be unknown to the younger 
generation. 

The attention of the Hon. Editor has been directed to the 
fact that John Dudeney’s name was wrongly spelled throughout 
the first note on this subject. It should, of course, be spelled 
as here printed. D. MACcL. 


ROMAN COINS.—THE SELSEy “ FIND ”’ (see p.156).—This 
“ find,” one of the most important made in this country for 
many years, has now received expert attention and is in 
course of being analysed and described. Among the 966 coins 
found, the issues of 20 Emperors, ranging from Elagabalus 
(A.D. 218-222) to Victorinus, Claudius ii, and Quintillus 
(c. A.D. 270), with five Empresses, are represented. A full 
account of the “ find,” and the light thrown upon the history 
of Britain in the 3rd century by the coins, will appear in the 
next volume of the Sa. E. HERON-ALLEN. 

[Forty silver coins of the above “ find” are now in the Society’s 
Museum at Barbican House]. 


WITCH CRAFT.—An instance of the survival of a belief in 
witch-craft comes from West Sussex. An old man, well over 
80, hearing witch-craft described as ‘‘ All rubbish,” got very 
excited and exclaimed “‘ All rubbish! It aint. Why, I knew 
a witch myself in this very village. Her daughter’s alive still. 
I'll tell you what happened to me once.”’ He told first of the 
bewitching of animals, and mostly of Farmer ———’s horse, 
which was “‘ overlooked ”’ by the witch so that it became quite 
helpless. ‘‘ Why, it couldn’t even die. They got a gun and 
shot it through the head, but even then it couldn’t die. It 
did not die till they got her to let it die. She only wanted to 
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do Master harm and she was satisfied when she had given 
him all that trouble. She had a book of charms we all know 
and she used it. But one of her daughters took it out of the 
village—and a good thing, too! We don’t want any truck 
with that sort of thing.”” In answer to the question as to his 
own personal experiences of the witch, the old man told how 
he went to fetch help for a sick: person very late at night. 
‘“‘ By that hedge over there I saw the dark form of a woman. 
On getting up to her I saw it was Mrs. ——. I says ‘ Why, 
Mrs. , you aint no call to be out so late as this! ’y And 
I tell you, as true as I’m sitting here, she vanished,; and 
instead of her I saw a hare running through a gap in the 
hedge. I saw it—and you could have knocked me down with 
a feather. I shall never forget it, not to my dying day.” 
The old man, telling his story so excitedly, sitting bolt upright 
in his armchair by the kitchen fire, had never been more than 
a day’s walk from his own village and knew nothing of the 
book lore which records the belief all over Europe that a 
witch trying to escape from men turns herself into a hare. 


GEORGE AITCHISON. 











QUERIES. 


PRISONE FORTE ET DURE AND PEINE FORTE ET 
DURE.—In S.N.Q. ili, 94 and at clx. 150 of Notes and 
Queries I contributed a note on prisone forte et dure in 
which I asked for certain information and examples of this 
punishment, but no reply was received. Briefly, the position 
is that legal historians are divided in opinion as to whether 
or not prisone forte et dure, from which at a later date, of 
course, peine forte et dure was evolved, involved death. The 
pardon granted Cecilia Rygeway, who was adjudged prisone 
forte et dure for standing mute at Nottingham when arrainged 
in connection with the death of her husband, and who 
“afterwards sustained life without food or drink, in close 
prison, during 40 days, after the manner of a miracle ’’ (Pat. 
Roll, 31 Edw. III., part i, m. 11) strongly suggests that 
whatever may have been the original intention, prisone forte 
et dure became, in the course of time, practically equivalent 
to a capital sentence. It is not clear when prisone forte et 
dure was introduced: it may have been as early as the time 
of Bracton ; peine forte et dure, or pressing to death, first 
appears at the commencement of the 14th century and 
continued in force until 1772. I shall be glad of examples 
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of prisone forte et dure calculated to elucidate the point in 
question, together with early (14th and 15th century) examples 
of peine forte et dure, and statistics to show the prevalency 
of both punishments at various periods. 

New Zealand. HENRY BATESON. 


CHILDREN’S GRAVES.—Passing through a West Sussex 
churchyard in the early part of the year I noticed three fresh 
graves dug within a few inches of the pathway. The sexton 
was in one of the graves digging. I asked him why he dug 
these graves so very close to the pathway. He stood up, and 
resting on his mattock, said in the soft sing-song burr of West 
Sussex, ‘‘ It’s like this, these are all children’s graves and we 
always put children’s graves as close to the pathway as we can. 
The mothers think the children won’t feel so lonely if they are 
close to the path, where the people go by.” 

It would be interesting to know if this idea and custom is 
to be found elsewhere in Sussex. 

GEORGE AITCHISON. 


PRIESTS HANGED ON THEIR OWN STEEPLES.—In Cal. 
State Pap. Dom., 1547-1580 (London: 1856) mention is made, 
under date 19th July, 1549, of an order prescribed by Lord 
Gray for the execution of rebels in Oxford and other counties, 
“some of the priests to be hanged on their own steeples.” 
The Rev. Robert Welsh, Vicar of St. Thomas, near Exeter, 
who had been active during the siege of Exeter, was hanged 
on the tower of his own church shortly after the making of 
this order. He was dressed in full canonicals, and his body 
remained on the tower until the accession of Mary. Have 
any similar cases been recorded ? 

HENRY BATESON. 





REPLIES. 


WILLEKIN OF THE WEALD (p.93).—It seems that the 
author of “ England under the Norman and Angevin Kings ”’ 
was in error in thinking that the Weald referred to in the 
popular title of William de Casingeham was the Sussex Weald. 
Casingham has been identified with the modern Kensham 
betwen Rolvenden and Sandhurst, Kent,! so it was almost 
certainly the Weald of Kent which gave him his nick-name. 
There are a good many references to William in the Patent 


(1) Polit. Hist. Eng. iii, p.7. 
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and Close Rolls of the time of John and Henry III. First of 
all (1216) a grant of 30 marks, followed by a grant of “‘ seven 
hundreds of the Weald (Wallis) and Dennos which belong to 
our manor of Middelton, with all their appurtenances to 
sustain himself in our service, saving to the Abbot of Battle 
that which he has in the aforesaid Hundreds.” (1217). In 
June of the same year (1217) the King informs the Sheriff of 
Essex that he has granted his manor of Hatfield? and orders 
him to give him seisin thereof without delay. 

The following year the Abbot of Strafford has an order to 
pay William de Casingeham {20 out of the King’s farm of £31. 

A good many other references can be found in Cal. Rot. Lit. 
Pat. and Rot. Lit. Claus., Vol. i. 


(2) Hatfield Regis, now Hatfield Broad Oak. 


THATCHER FAMILY.—Mary Thatcher, who married 
William Eyston (? in 1610) was the fourth daughter of James 
Thatcher by Mary, daughter of Sir Edward Gage, Kt. James 
was the only son of John Thatcher by his second wife Margaret, 
daughter of Sir Goddard Oxenbridge, Kt. 

An extended pedigree of the Thatcher family will be 
included in the third volume of Sussex Genealogies by the 
late John Comber, now being prepared for press. 

F. STANDFIELD. 


BOUNDARY MARKS.—No direct answer has been received 
in reply to Mr. Evans’ enquiry as to the existing use of the 
word ‘ doole’ or ‘ dole.’ But the name remains in Smalldole 
in Upper Beeding and probably in Doleham in Westfield'. 
The use of the word ‘dole’ for a boundary mark may 
instance the change from the thing meant to the object 
defining it. The name goes back to early Saxon times and 
is found in the Laws of Ine. in 688, as Gedal-land, which 
Vinogradoff translates as ‘share-land.’z The strip of land 
held by the householder was the ‘ del,’ in other words his 
portion or dole of the common field. In the reign of Edward 
III. we get a definite statement that John Moldeson held two 
doles, with other lands in the manor of Winslow.’ 

In the 17th century we find the change has taken place 
and the dole is no longer the piece of land but the mark which 
defines it. The Parliamentary Surveys of Sussex in S.A.C. xxiii, 
255, et seq, are full of references to ‘dowles’ as boundary marks. 

(1) Place-Names of Sussex, 505. 

(2) Growth of the Manor, 174. 

(3) Seebohm, Village Community, 26. 
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Parish, in his Dict. of Sussex Dialect, gives ‘ Doole’ as ‘a 
conical lump of earth about three feet in diameter at the base 
and about two feet in height raised to show the bounds of 
parishes or farms on the Downs.’ 

Other suggestions would be welcome. 





RECENT PUBLICATIONS 


The Chartulary of Lewes Priory. Sussex Record Society: 
Vol. xxxviii (Heffers, Cambridge, 21/-). 

The Sussex Record Society has again put the students of 
Sussex history under a heavy debt of gratitude. It has 
undertaken the publication of the Chartulary of the Priory 
of St. Pancras, Lewes, as far as it concerns Sussex. ‘The first 
volume is now published (Vol. xxxviii of the Society’s series) 
and the rest will be published in a further volume next year. 

The Chartulary is amongst the Cottonian MSS. (Vespasian 
F.xv) in the British Museum. The Sussex portion has been 
edited and translated by Mr. L. F. Salzman, F.S.A., whose 
ability to deal with such an exacting task is recognised 
throughout the world of the learned. His work has been 
aided by the tireless labour and ability of the Rev. W. Budgen, 
F.S.A., Hon. Sec. of the S.R.S., in supplying the index. 

All those who have studied the history of Sussex know 
that many of the earliest references to places in the County 
are to be found in the Charters of the three first Earls of 
Warenne. For the first time these Charters are given together 
in full, with many others as contained inthe Chartulary. The 
original charters, in many cases, still exist in the Public Record 
Office. The date of the Chartulary is 1444, but existing 
originals go back as far as 1095 (Ancient Deeds AA. 463). 

It may be as well to put on record that many of these 
originals were contained in the collection called ‘ Chapter 
House, Misc. Books ; B.5/;,’ so called from having been kept 
in the Chapter House at Westminster. This is the reference 
given by Sir George Duckett in S.A.C. xxxv, 3, and also by Mr. 
Round in S.A.C. xl, 58. This book has since been cut up and 
the charters catalogued individually (see also S.A.C. 1xv, 196). 

A list of all the existing charters referred to in the body 
of the Chartulary is placed at the commencement of the 
volume, and footnotes giving variants, etc., make the whole a 
scholarly as well as an invaluable production. 

The volume has been most cordially received by all members 
of the S.R.S. No doubt a full review will appear in the next 
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volume of S.A.C. and in the meantime we advise our readers 
to hasten to secure a copy of a most valuable record. 


The Monumental Effigies of Sussex, by H. R. Mosse, M.D. 
(Combridge’s, Hove, 3s. 6d. net, Second Edition, 241 pp.). 

Dr. Mosse has done for the monumental effigies in Sussex 
Churches what Mr. Frederick Harrison, F.S.A., has already 
done for the architectural features of the churches, and Mr. 
J. E. Couchman, F.S.A., in a different form and on rather 
different lines, for Church Plate. 

In this small volume will be found a catalogue of all the 
effigies in stone and brass within the limits laid down, namely 
monuments dated between 1250 and 1650. In passing it 
may be noted that these limits do not include the fine series 
of 18th century monuments at Withyham which Mrs. Arundell 
Esdaile described at last year’s summer meeting of the 
Society. 

In each case the author gives the position in the church of 
the monument, and a full and detailed description of the 
figure and its armour or other habiliments. 

In the case of the brasses the size of the monument is, as 
it should be, added. There are also in most cases genealogical 
and historical notes on the persons commemorated, and 
references to standard works in which the monument is dealt 
with. ‘The whole forms a most useful book of reference which 
will be indispensable for those interested in this branch of 
archeology : and future students will owe a debt of gratitude 
to Dr. Mosse for his careful work. 

In a book which aims at being a complete catalogue rather 
than a descriptive commentary the author no doubt rightly 
eschews any attempt to arrange the monuments in order of 
importance, though he cannot refrain from drawing attention 
to the noble brass of Thomas Nelond at Cowfold as “ not only 
the largest but the most beautiful in the county.” A 
pardonable pride in Sussex brasses makes one glad that he 
has noted in the new edition that the fine brass of Margarite 
de Camoys (1310) in ‘Trotton Church is the earliest 
representation in England of a woman in brass. The 
extremely graceful floriated cross in brass at Buxted is 
another example of which Sussex has every reason to be 
proud. 

Another very interesting and almost unique brass is that 
at Fletching which commemorates Petrus Denot, Glover. 
This is not even mentioned by Dr. Mosse presumably because 
it is not considered technically an “ effigy,’ being merely a 
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pair of gloves in brass. But as it is the only monument of 
its kind perhaps a note might be added to future editions in 
order to make the book a complete record of all Sussex brasses 
(apart from mere inscriptions) and to help keep alive the 
tradition of a local industry which continued in this part of 
the county until within living memory. 


Exactitude in the transliteration of medizval inscriptions 
is always very difficult of attainment, and probably Dr. Mosse 
has attained a higher standard than any previous writer on 
Sussex. There is a slip on p.116 where the dedication of 
Horsted Keynes is given as St. Michael and All Angels instead 
of St. Giles, as it is correctly given in the index. Dr. Mosse 
has fallen into the trap which has caught so many who have 
dealt with the family of Culpeper, by identifying Sir William 
Culpeper of Wakehurst with Sir William of Aylesford, who 
made successful exertions in the reduction of usury (see 
S.A.C. xlviii, 94, 95). 

Whatever may be the minor shortcomings of the book, 
however, it remains a very notable piece of work and must 
always be the foundation upon which any future student will 
work. FBS. 





CORRECTIONS. 


Pre-Roman Pot.—By a most unfortunate oversight the 
illustration of the pre-Roman pot described by Dr. Sidney 
Spokes on p.I53 was placed on p.151, giving the false 
impression that it is an illustration of the Roman pottery 
there described. It should have appeared on p.153 in the 
section headed ‘ Pre-Roman Pottery.’ The Editor much 
regrets the occurrence of such a mistake. 


Find of Coins at Selsey, S.N.Q., vi, 156.—The dates of 
the Emperor Postumus are given as A.D. 240-256. Should 
they not be 258 (or ? 260) -267? For 258 the authorities 
are Eutropius, Brev. Hist. Rom., ix, 9, and Orosius, Hist. 
adv. Pag. vii, 2. Both these assign to Postumus a reign of 
ten years. For 260 the authority is the writer of Vit. Trig. 
Tyr (? Trebellius Pollio) who limits the reign to seven years. 


S. E. WINBOLT. 








